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REMARKS 

Reconsideration of the application in light of the above amendments and the following 
remarks is respectfully requested. 

Statu s of th e Claims 

Claims 4, 6-8, and 10-14 are pending, 

Claims 1-3, 5. and 9 were cancelled in a previous amendment 
Claims 4, 7 and 14 have been amended. 
No new matter has been added. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

Applicant appreciati vely thanks the Examiner far the indication of allowance of claims 8. 
and 10-13. Applicant also appreciatively thanks the Examiner for the indication of allowable 
subject matter recited in claim 7 . 

Applicant has amended /independent claim 4 to recite features of claim 7, Accordingly, 
Applicant submits that claim 4, and dependent claims 6-7, are in condition for allowance. 

Rejection under 35 ILS.C. §103 based on Laurent, Wilkens, and Komaill 

Claims 4 and 6 stand rejected under 35 § 103(a) as being unpatentable over PCT 

Publication WO 98/24201 to Laurent and U.S.. Patent No. 4309,771 to Wiikens in view of U,S. 
Patent No, 6,529 ,730 to Komaili et al, (^Eomaili"). 

I ndependent claim 4 has now been amended so as to recite features of allowable claim 7, It 
is respectfully submitted that claim 4 is therefore now allowable tor the same reasons that claim 7 
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is. CI aim 6 depends from claim 4 and is therefore allowable for at least the same reasons as claim 4 
is. 

Applicant respectfully requests reeonsiderati on and withdrawal of the rejection of claims 4 
and 6 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) based on Laurent and Wilkens in view of Komaili. 

Rejections under 35 IJ.S.C. §103 based on Laurent, Wilkens, and the Examiner's statement . 

Claim 14 stands rejected under 35 0;S,C. §1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Laurent and 
Wilkens in view of the Examiner's statement of weiLknown prior art. Applicant respectful! y 
traverses the rejection. 

The Examiner contends that ^[ijnfluencing one of a plurality of modulation stages inherently 
influences the net effect of the totality of the stages. As such, the number (i.e., plurality) of the 
modulation stages is influenced, 1 " (Detailed Action, Item 14 ? page 6 T lines 4-6.) The Examiner 
further contends that the feature of "influencing the number of modulation stages" can be 
interpreted as "affecting the operation of the group of modulation stages^ rather than as a variation 
in the quantity of stages employed (Detailed Action, Item 14, page 6, line 6-84 

Claim 14 has accordingly now been amended so as to recite ^influencing the quantity of the 
modulation stages employed using the transmitted corresponding parameter values." It Is 
respectfully submitted 'that none of Wilkens/Laurent or Examiner's statement of well-known prior 
art teaches or suggests influencing the quantity of modulation stages employed, as recited, Wilkens 
merel y describes regulation of the power output of amplifier 1 4. See Wilkens, coL 2, lines 29-3 1 . 
Nor do either of Laurent or Examiner s statement of wen-known prior art teach or suggest the 
above-recited feature of claim 14 missing from Wilkins. Therefore, a combination of Laurent, 
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Wllkens, and the Examiner's statement, to the extent proper, could not render claim ] 4 
unpatentable. 

Applicant respectfully requests reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection of claim 14 
under 35 U.S.C. §1 03 (a) based on. Laurent and W likens in view of the Examiner's statement. 
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CONCLUSION 

Each and every point raised m the Office Action mailed May 30, 2007 has been addressed 
on the basis of the above remarks. In view of the foregoing it is believed that claims 4 r 6~S, and 10- 
14 are in condition lor allowance and ills respectfully requested that the application be reconsidered 
and that all pending claims be allowed and the case passed to issue, 

I f there are any other issues remaining which the Examiner believes could be resolved 
through a Supplementaf Response or an Examinefs Amendment, the Examiner is respectfully 
requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone number indicated below. 



Dated: August 29. 2007 Respectfully submitted- 

Erik R. Swanson 

Registration No*: 40,833 
DARBY & DARBY P.C. 
P.O. Box 770 
Church Street Station 
New York, New York 1 0008-0770 
(212) 527-7700 
(2 12} 527-7701 (Fax) 
Attorneys/Agents For Applicant 
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